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september 5, 2001

The Honorable Spencer Abraham
Secretary of Encrgy
LS, Department of Energy
1600 Independence Ave, SW SRR
Washington, D.C. 20585 I
FAX 2(02.386.9987
550109
Dear Secretary Abraham:

Nuclear Information & Resource Service ohjects to the lack of proper, reasonable notice
and opportunity for hearing on the DOE's site reccmmendation of Yucca Mountain for a national
kigh-level nuclear waste repository.  On Aagust 21, 2001, with Jess than 30 days lin any
interestzd person to read the DOE's more than 370 page long technical report, "Yucca Mountain
Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation," your agency announced 1t was belding public hearings
on the site recomrmendation of Yueea Mountain in Nevada betweeg September 5th and 13th.
Not only are these hearings provided with totally inadequate notice, but, for persons who will be
atfected by the requisitc transportation of hipgh-level nuclear waste through their hometowns via
rail and road, your agency has provided no opportunity to comment ot the suitability of the
fecommendation. A few mectings in Nevada does got tutle close to providing an opportumty
for public hearing on 2 project of this magnitude and immense potential danger to those on
trasspulation routes throughout the county. Along those road and rail routes reside large
numbers of members of our own organization and local concemed citizens organizations with
whom we have worked for many years on this Yucca Mountain issee and its inescapable
transponation impacts.

In addition, it is plain that the uolice you provided was defective not only for being
absurdly short siotice, but for providing notice to meet at a place, canceling that site, then
providing another site with an incorrect address. Moreover, your agency provided that final
notice of the meeting at the wrong addiess on August 314r, the beginning of the long Labor Day
weekend, less than five days to the mecting including the interveaing weekend and holiday.

Finally, it is piain from the notices your agency published in the Federal Register on
August 21. 27 al 31, tat the public is not clearly placed on notice that these are public hearings
01 your agency's decision to recommend Yucca Mountain as the site for a national high-Tavel
nuclear waste repository.  Persons reading the notice are given the impression that these are
merely hearings on the preliminary sita suitability evaluation. Even theu, your provision of less
than thirty days notice from the availability of the 370 page evaluatinn and the few hearings in
Nevada make it imposaible for ordinary citizens  Liave any meaningful participation in such
meetings. The notice was absurdly short even to amrange one's schedule to attend, too far away
from most persons who are 1nterested due to being on the high-level nuclear wastc ransportation
outes, too little time to acquire and assimilate the substance of the 370-plus page evaluation of
the site, and completely defective due to the errors mentioned above,

There js no doubt thar, nio matter what provisions may be in the Nuclear Waste Policy
Act, the United States Coustitetion's Fifih Amendment protections require that persons such as
ourselves--and affected Nevadang and our members Hving along tarpeted transport routes for
high-level nuclear waste shipments to Yucea Mountain—-must have ai least reasonable notice and
an opportunity to be heard on a decision such as this one, a decision with vast reparcussions
and grave potential dangers. Your agency's actions in this regard have not come even close
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to meeting the most minimal constitoiional protections of citizens' ights 1o due process in this
instance. ‘We are certain you have violated our rights, the righte of our members across the
couniry, and those of the citizens of Nevada.

Secretary Abraharn, when you served as Senator from Michigan, you wrote 2 [etter on
August 27, 1998 1o then-Secretary of Energy Bill Richardson. You informed him that local
elected officials and residents of Michigan were unaware of their opportunity to comment on a
proposed shipment of experimental weapons-grade plutonium fuel from Los Alamos, New
Mexico to Chalk River Lab, Ostavio via Michigan. You wrote that “it is imperative that a public
hearing be conducted,” and that “to not do so would be iresponsible and offensive to Michigan
residents.” You concluded “T am sure you will agree that the ramitications of an accident are 100
serious to consider anything less han the very best emergency response preparcriness.”

We applaud you for your strong stand at that Gime. We utge you 1o hold open, meaningful
public hearings — with adcquate notification to local elected officials and residents — in the 43
States chrough which tens of thousands of dangerous high-level nuclear waste shipments would
travel past the homes of 50 million Americans as part of your Enerpy Department’s Yucca
Mountain proposal.

We call on you (o reschedule these hearings with adsquate notice and a meaningful
opporumty to be heard by all poisous who will be allecled by your agency's recommendation of
Yucca Mountain as the national high-level waste repository.

Smcem]y, 550109

Kcvm Kamps l

Nuclear Wuste Specialist

Nuclear Information & Resource Service
1424 16" Street, NW, Suite 404
Washington, D.C. 20036
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co: Lake Barrett, Acting Director
Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
U.S. Department of Encegy
1004 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585
I'AX.: 202-580-2672

Carol Hanlon

U.5. Department of Energy

Yucca Mountain $Site Characterizaiion Osfice (M/S #025)
P. O, Box 30307

North Las Vegas, NV 89036-0307

EFAX: BOO-9G7-739



